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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office action is responsive to tlie following communication: Original application filed on 11 
February 2004. 

2. Claims 1-38 are pending and present for examination. Claims 1, 8, 15, 22, 26, and 32 are 
independent. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 9 February 2005 is in compliance with 
the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is being considered by 
the examiner. 

Drawings 

4. - The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(5) because they include 
the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the description: 

• Figure 6, Reference characters 610 and 630. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d), or amendment to the specification 
to add the reference character(s) in the description in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(b) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only 
one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must 
be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or ''New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any 
required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an International application 
filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed 
in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 
21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-6, 8-13, 15-20, 22-35, and 38 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Hilbert et al (USPGPUB 2003/0088580, hereinafter referred to as HUBERT), filed on 5 November 
2001, and published on 8 May 2003. 

The applied reference has common inventors with the instant application. Based upon the earlier 
effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome either by a showing under 37 CFR 1.132 that any invention 
disclosed but not claimed in the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus 
not the invention "by another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

7. As per independent claims 1, 15, 26, and 32, HILBERT teaches: 

A method for providing access to remotely stored files, the method comprising: 

receiving an identifier from a user {See hilbert, Para. 0063, wherein this reads over "Inputting 
an Identity of a user into a device portal of the multi-user document device"}; 

contacting at least one file source associated with the identifier {See hilbert, Para. oo33, 

wherein this reads over "using the user Identification device to verif/ the user of a multi-user 
document device and accessing a personal portal associated with the user based on the verified 
Identity of the user"; and Para. 0063, wherein this reads over "associating the identity of the user 
with a user identification device"}; and 

generating a list of at least one recently accessed file from the file source {See 

HUBERT, Para. 0071, wherein this reads over "the personal resources may include various 
informational resources such as . . . recent documents"}. 

8. As per dependent claim 2, HILBERT teaches: 

The method of claim 1, further comprising presenting the user with an option of printing 
the file {see hilbert, Para. 0106, wherein this reads over "whether or not the user has selected a print 
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function of the multi-user document device. If so, control continues to step S8350 where a personal print 
interface is generated"}. 

9. As per dependent claim 3, 23, 28, and 34, HUBERT teaches: 

The method of claim 1, further comprising retrieving the file from the file source {See 

HILBERT, Para. 0103, wherein this reads over "a determination is made whether or not the user has 
selected a file. If so, control continues to step S8300 where a personal file interface is generated"}. 

10. As per dependent claims 4, 11, 18, 25, and 29, HUBERT teaches: 

The method of claim 1, wherein generating the list of at least one recently accessed file 
comprises receiving a list of at least one recently accessed file on the file source {See 

HUBERT, Para. 0102, wherein this reads over "access a database of personal resources, such as recent 
document files"}. 

11. As per dependent claims 5, 12, 19, HUBERT teaches: 

The method of claim 1, wherein generating the list of at least one recently accessed file 
comprises: 

reading a time of last access for files stored on the file source {See hilbert, Para. 0102, 
wherein this reads over ''access a database of personal resources, such as recent document files"}; 

and 

selecting a file according to its time of last access {See hilbert, Para. 0103, wherein this 

reads over ''a determination is made whether or not the user has selected a file"}. 

12. As per dependent claim 6, 13, 20, 30, and 35, HUBERT teaches: 

The method of claim 1, wherein generating the list of at least one recently accessed file 
comprises: 

determining an application available to the user {See hilbert, Para. 0102, wherein this reads 

over "the username, password and/or profile is used to access a database or personal resources, 
such as recent document files and email"}; and 

receiving from the file source a list of at least one file associated with the application 

{See HILBERT, Figure 7; and Para. 0079, wherein this reads over "the personal resources accessible 
via the personal portal may include previous interaction history, such as facsimile call logs"}. 

13. As per independent claim 8, HUBERT teaches: 

A system for providing access to remotely stored files, the system comprising: 

a client interface configured to receive an identifier from a user {See hilbert, see 
Figures 1-3; and Para. 0074, wherein this reads over "[a] user identification device is used to identify 
the user to the interface. In various embodiments, the user Identification device may be a key entry 
associated with the user"}; and 

a file selection generator configured to: 
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contact at least one file source associated with the identifier {See hilbert, Para. 

0079, wherein this reads over "the personal portal may include access to the various information 
resources provided by the device portal as wei) as personal resources such as 
documents/desktop resources, email and other information"}; and 

generate a list of at least one recently accessed file from the file source {See 

HUBERT, Para. 0079, wherein this reads over "the personal portal may include previous 
interaction history, such as facsimile call logs"}. 



14. As per dependent claims 9 and 33, HUBERT teaches: 

The system of claim 8, wherein the client interface is further configured to present the 
user with an option to view the file {See hilbert, Figures 9-12}. 

15. As per dependent claims 10 and 17, HILBERT teaches: 

The system of claim 9, wherein the list of recently accessed files comprises a list of most 

recently created files {See hilbert, Para. 0102, wherein this reads over "access a database of 
personal resources, such as recent document files"}. 

16. As per dependent claim 16, HILBERT teaches: 

The computer program product of claim 15, wherein the computer code instructions 
further comprise providing the user with an option of transferring the file to a system 

of the user or to another location {See hilbert, Para. OlOe, wherein this reads over "[t]he user 
may then operate the multi-user document device via the personal portal using the file" and "a 
determination is made whether or not the user has selected an e-mail function"}. 

17. As per independent claim 22, HILBERT teaches: 

A system for providing access to files, the system comprising: 



a file server storing files and a list of at least one recently accessed file {See hilbert, 

Para. 0028, wherein this reads over ''a portal server that generates a device portal based on at least 
one of any identity of a user"}; and 

an access server configured to: 

receive an identifier from a user {See hilbert, Para, 0063, wherein this reads over 
"inputting an identity of a user into a device portal of the multi-user document device"}; 

contact the file server in response to receiving the identifier {See hilbert, Para. 

0079, wherein this reads over "the personal portal may include access to the various information 
resources provided by the device portal as well as personal resources such as 
documents/desktop resources, email and other information"}; and 

retrieve the list of at least one recently accessed file from the file server {See 

HILBERT, Para. 0079, wherein this reads over "the personal portal may include previous 
interaction history, such as facsimile call logs"}. 



18. 



As per dependent claim 24, HILBERT teaches: 
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The system of claim 22, wherein the access server is further configured to provide the 
user with an option of emailing the file to another location {See hilbert, Para, oosi, 

wherein this reads over ''[t]he personal portal may enable a unique interface for messaging such as e-mail 
communication"; and Para. 0106, wherein this reads over " a determination is made whether or not the 
user has selected an e-mail function of the multi-user document device"}. 

19. As per dependent claim 27, HILBERT teaches: 

The method of claim 26, further comprising presenting the user with an option of faxing 

a file in the unified list {See HILBERT, Para 0103, wherein this reads over "the user has selected a 
fax function of the multi-user document device"; and Para. 0120, wherein this reads over "the faxed file is 
added to a recent file list to update the personal portal"}. 

20. As per dependent claims 31 and 38, HILBERT teaches: 

The method of claim 25, further comprising presenting to the user a startup screen 
which includes a visual display representing the list of recently accessed files {See 

HUBERT, Figures 9-12}. 



C/aim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 

21. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
In the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

22. Claims 7, 14, 21, 36, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
HILBERT, in view of Godlin et al (USPGPUB 2002/0161860, hereinafter referred to as GODLIN), filed on 
31 October 2001, and published on 31 October 2002. 

HILBERT teaches the limitations of claims CCCC for the reasons stated above. 

HILBERT differs from the claimed invention in that HILBERT fails to specifically disclose a method 
of receiving changes to a copy of the file and transmitting the copy of the file to the file source (claims 7, 
14, 21, 36, and 37). 

23. As per dependent claims 7, 14, 21, 36, and 37, HILBERT, in combination with GODLIN 
teaches: 



The method of claim 1, further comprising: 
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receiving changes to a copy of the file {See GODLIN, Para. 0147, wherein this reads over "[i]f the latest 
version is in the cache, the dient will utilize the version stored in the cache. If there is a more recent version 
on the server, in step 446 the server sends and the client receives the delta Cdiff) between the latest version, 
and the version that the dient has cached"}; and 

transmitting the copy of the file to the file source {See GODLIN, Para. 0147, wherein this reads over 
"[t]he dient then reconstructs the latest version of the requested file in step 448. The dient applies the diff 
pairs to the cached version serially and updates the vnum to the latest version"}. 

The combination of inventions disclosed in HUBERT and GODLIN would disclose a method where 



changes to a copy of the file (e.g. the delta between the latest version and the version that the client has 
cached) are received, and the copy of the file transmitted to the file source (e.g. the client). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modif/ 
the above invention suggested by HUBERT with GODLIN. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this modification so that where 
changes are made to a file, the modified copy of the file is transmitted to the file source. 



24. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Paul Kim whose telephone number is (571) 272-2737. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F, 9am - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached on (571) 272-4146. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Conclusion 




SAM RIMEIX 
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